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This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1 . 1 0(e) to acccord a filing date of December 22, 
2000, filed June 11,2001. 

The petition under 37 CFR 1 .10(e) is dismissed as moot . 

The above-identified application was filed December 22, 2000. Petitioner asserts to have neither 
received a return postcard nor a filing receipt. Petitioner reasons that the above-identified 
application is lost in the Office. This is an incorrect assumption. 

Petition under 37 CFR 1.10(e) 

When the Office has no record of receiving correspondence, the proper vehicle for proving 
receipt is either a PTO date stamped itemized postcard receipt or a grantable petition under 37 
CFR 1.10(e). However, in the instant case,the Office has received the application. The 
December 22, 2000 filing consists of: a 2 page transmittal letter\FORM PTO- 1082, a Request 
and Certification under 35 USC 122(b)(2)(B)(i), 19 pages of specification, 7 pages of claims, and 
7 pages of drawings. 1 Accordingly, the petition under 37 CFR 1.10(e) is dismissed as moot 


It is noted that the first page of the application (or cover sheet) states there are 8 pages of drawings 
associated with the filing. Both the December 22. 2000 filing and the copy of the December 22, 2000 filing supplied 
by petitioner on June 1 1 , 200 1 contain only 7 pages of drawings. 
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As authorized by petitioner, the petition fee of $130.00 will be refunded to Deposit Account No. 
06-2425. 

In the instant petition, petitioner acknowledges that the December 22, 2000 filing was incomplete 
and states that petitioner is waiting to receive a Notice to File Missing Parts before submitting 
those parts. Petitioner is informed that a Notice to File Missing Parts was mailed to the 
address on the application on February 26, 2001. The two month time period for response has 
passed, but petitioner may still purchase extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136 to reply in a 
timely manner. Because petitioner states he has not received the Notice, a copy is enclosed. If 
petitioner does not respond in a timely manner, the above-identified application will become 


It is noted that the address on the petition differs slightly from the address listed on the first page 
of the patent application. Petitioner should specify a correspondence address. As a one time 
courtesy, this decision will be mailed to both addresses. 

The application file is being returned to the Office of Initial Patent Examination for issuance of a 
filing receipt that shows the application was filed on December 22, 2000. 


Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Petitions Attorney E. Shirene 
Willis at (703) 308-6712. 


Enclosure: copy of February 26, 2001 Notice to File Missing Parts of Nonprovisional 

Application 


abandoned. 


E. Shirene Willis 
Petitions Attorney 
Office of Petitions 
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